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- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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3) n Since this application is In condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to tlie merits Is 

closed in accordance witfi the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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Response to Amendment 

1 . Applicant's amendment received on July 15, 2005 in which claim 1-15 were 
amended, and claims 16-39 were added been fully considered and entered but the 
arguments are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the 
United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application 
by another who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1 ), (2), and (4) of section 371 (c) of this 
title before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 

The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act 
of 1999 (AlPA) and the Intellectual Property and High Technology Technical 
Amendments Act of 2002 do not apply when the reference Is a U.S. patent resulting 
directly or indirectly from an international application filed before November 29, 2000. 
Therefore, the prior art date of the reference is determined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior 
to the amendment by the AlPA (pre-AlPA 35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 

3. Claims 1-7 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Ueda (US Patent no. 6591014) 
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Regarding claims 1-2. 6-7 and 9, Ueda discloses the same apparatus and method of 
encoding a video signal representing a sequence of pictures to fomi an encoded video 
signal, the method comprising receiving a first picture or part thereof, encoding the first 
picture or the part thereof, using a first encoding mode, without reference to another 
picture of the sequence to form a first encoded representation of the first picture or the 
part thereof (See Ueda col. 2, lines 45-48, and col. 4, lines 61-62), and encoding said at 
least first picture or the part thereof, using a second encoding mode with reference to 
another picture of the sequence to produce a corresponding temporally predicted 
picture second encoded representation of the picture or part thereof (See Ueda col. 2, 
lines 50-51, col. 4, lines 62-64). 

As per claims 3-5, most of the limitations of these claims have been noted in the above 
rejection of claim 1 . In addition, Ueda further discloses encoding part of the first picture 
is encoded with reference to another picture occurring in the sequence temporally prior 
to the first picture (See col. 2, lines 4-18), and wherein the first picture or part thereof is 
encoded with reference to another picture occurring in the sequence temporally after 
the first picture (See Ueda col. 4, lines 60-67, col. 5, lines 1-5). 

4. Claims 10-11, and 16-39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Nakaya et al. (US Patent no. 6,028,631). 
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As per claims 10-11, Nakaya discloses in fig. 3 the same apparatus and method of 
video decoding comprising receiving an encoded video signal representing encoded 
pictures of a video sequence, the encoded video signal comprising a first encoding 
representation of a first picture or a part thereof, the first encoded representation having 
been formed, using a first encoding mode, by encoding the first picture or the part 
thereof without reference to another picture of the sequence (See col. 6. lines 42-50), 
the encoded video signal further comprising a temporally predicted second encoded 
representation of the first picture or the part thereof, the temporally predicted second 
encoded representation having been formed using a second encoding mode, by 
encoding the first picture or part thereof with reference to another picture of the 
sequence, the method comprising determining whether the first encoded representation 
of the first picture or the part thereof can be decoded and, if not, monitoring the received 
encoded video signal for the temporally predicted second encoded representation of the 
first picture of the part thereof (See col. 6, lines 50-58) and, on receipt of the temporally 
predicted second encoded representation of the first picture or the part thereof, 
decoding the temporally predicted second encoded representation of the first picture or 
the part thereof with reference to another picture (See col. 6, lines 58-67 and col. 7, 
lines 1-10). 

As per claim 14, most of the limitations of this claim have been noted in the above 
rejection of claims 10-11. In addition, Nakaya further suggests a decoder in a portable 
electronic device as disclosed in col. 2, lines 10-25, col. 5, lines 16-30. 
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As per claim 15, most of the limitations of this claim have been noted in the above 
rejection of claim 10. In addition, the encoding is also provided in col. 5, lines 31-61 . 

As per claims 16, 18, 26-27, 29-32, 36 and 38, Ueda's Intraframe (l-frame in a GOP or 
part of a GOP) as disclosed in col. 4, lines 60-62, is a standard first picture of an MPEG 
video sequence, the first picture after a scene cut. Such designation is rather well 
known and common in MPEG (See fig. 10 of Ueda). 

As per claims 17 and 28, controlling at periodic intervals is necessary in the 
encoder/decoder processing, thus, an inherent feature in the prior art of record. 

As per claims 19-25, all of the limitations of these claims are found in Ueda col. 4, lines 
29-67, and col. 5, lines 1-5. 

Claims 33-35, 37, and 39, are considered as standard decisions in any MPEG 
application. All of these decisions are made either in decoding or encoding the picture. 
These limitations are met in Ueda col. 5, lines 5-56 as well as by Nakaya in col. 5, lines 
31-67 and col. 6, lines 1-64. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claim 8, 12 and 13, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Ueda (US Patent no. 6591014) in view of Nakaya et al. (US Patent no. 6028631). 

Regarding claims 8, 12, and 13, most of the limitations of these claims have been noted 
in the above rejection of claims 6 and 7. 

It is noted that Ueda is silent about a multimedia system and a portable electronic 
device including a video encoder. 

Nakaya et al. discloses a multimedia system and a portable electronic device 
including a video encoder (See Nakaya col. 4, lines 53-67, and col. 5, lines 1-15). 

Therefore, it is considered obvious that one skilled in the art at the time of the 
invention would recognize the advantage of modifying Ueda's encoding method by 
providing Nakaya's multimedia system and a portable electronic device including a 
video encoder. The motivation for such a modification in Ueda is to take advantage of 
over traditional analog systems by supporting services such as video telephony and 
multimedia services via radio networks. 

Response to Arguments 

7. Applicant's arguments filed July 15, 2005 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 
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The applicant argues that Ueda employs a single encoding mode while the claimed 
invention provides for encoding with first and second mode. The examiner respectfully 
disagrees. In fact, a quick look at the applicant dependent claims will show the same 
coding apparatus and method used by either Ueda or Nakaya. In fact, the applicant's 
claimed "coding without reference to another picture" is the well known Intraframe 
encoding (See applicant's own claims 1, 6, with claim 18). The applicant's arguments 
are not persuasive considering the added claims contradicting the presented 
arguments. For the record, the intraframe is the I frame; the first picture after a scene 
change is encoded without reference to any previousi picture as an l-frame. Any skilled 
artisan need no specific reference to prove the preceding. In fact, either reference 
presented by the examiner does suggest encoding the first frame independently. 

8. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
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extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Gims S. Philippe whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
7336. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F (9:30-7:00) Second Monday Off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Dastouri S. Mehrdad can be reached on (571) 272-7418. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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